
United States Patent and Trademark Ofrce 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark OfTice 
Address; COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPUCATION NO. | 


FILING DATE | 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


1 ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | 


CONFIRMATION NO. | 


10/679,051 


10/02/2003 


Yi-Hsung Pang 


59629-801 l.USOl 


5322 


22918 7590 


10/08/2004 




1 EXAMINER 1 



PERKIN S COIE LLP williams, thomas j 

P.O, BOX 2168 , j 

MENLO PARK, CA 94026 | art unit | paper number | 



3683 

DATE MAILED: 10/08/2004 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 











Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
10/679,051 


Applicant(s) 
PANG, YI-HSUNG 


Examiner 
Thomas J. Williams 


Art Unit 
3683 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

> If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

> Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 July 2004 . 

2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 12-30 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 12-30 is/are rejected. 

?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) S The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 02 October 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 . 1 21 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)S All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

' See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) [H Notice of Draftsperson’s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) Q Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) D Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) im Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20040929 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Acknowledgment is made in the receipt of the amendment filed July 1 9, 2004. 

Specification 

2. A substitute specification in proper idiomatic English and in compliance with 37 
CFR 1.52(a) and (b) is required. The substitute specification filed must be accompanied by a 
statement that it contains no new matter. 

A review of the specification has revealed numerous grammatical and spelling errors. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the subject matter of claims 1 7 and 
21 reciting a pneumatic device; claims 18 and 22 reciting an elastic rubber; claims 23, 24, 26, 29 
and 30 reciting the buffer device being tilted downward must be shown or the feature(s) canceled 
from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as “amended.” If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled “Replacement 
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Sheet” in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the 
drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified 
and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: the phrases “breaking” 
should be changed to “braking”. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 12-15, 17, 19-21 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by JP 61-77576 to Ito et al. 

Re-claim 12, Ito et al. discloses a braking buffer 29 device for a motorcar, comprising: a 
guiding axis 28a is coupled from the front to the rear of the motorcar; a weight element 29 is 
fixed to move along the axis, the axis confines a motion of the weight between the front to the 
rear, the weight has a predefined resting position; and a recovery device 28 biases the weight to 
the predefined resting position. 

Re-claims 13-15, the guiding axis is coupled to an underside of the vehicle; a supporting 
frame (interpreted as the hollow section that receives the weight) is couple to the underside of the 
vehicle, the frame encloses the axis; the frame is substantially hollow. 
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Re-claims 17 and 21, the recovery device includes a pneumatic device. 

Re-claims 19 and 20, the recovery device will act as a buffer device for buffering any 
impact noise; the recovery device is interpreted as a spring. Note in figure 4 that valve elements 
34 and 35 control the flow of fluid to the recovery device. 

Re-claim 25, the resting position will be in the rear, in order to maintain proper balance 
of the vehicle when the front wheels 25 are raised. The weight is designed to balance the vehicle 
during movement, much like the instant invention. 

7. Claims 12, 16, and 23-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US 4,588,206 to Powers in view of US 2,586,043 to Hodgson et al. 

Re-claims 12, 25, 27 and 28, Powers teaches buffer device (or stabilization device) for a 
motor vehicle, comprising: a guiding axis; a weight; and a recovery device; the buffer device is a 
rear turning balancing device; the weight is positioned in a predetermined resting positioned. 
However, Powers fails to teach orienting additional buffer devices in a longitudinal (front to 
rear) direction of the vehicle. 

Hodgson et al. teaches a stabilization device oriented in a longitudinal direction with 
respect to the vehicle. The weight of Hodgson et al. is biased to a rear of the vehicle. It would 
have been obvious to have provided the vehicle of Powers with braking buffer devices oriented 
in a front to rear direction of the vehicle as taught by Hodgson et al., thus improving the 
longitudinal stability of the vehicle particularly during braking events. 

Re-claims 16 and 19-20, see figures. 

Re-claims 23, 24, 29 and 30, Powers teaches that the buffer may be positioned at various 
angles as needed, see column 3 lines 35-41 . However, Powers fails to teach the angle of 1-4 
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degrees. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art as a matter of design 
choice to have positioned the buffer at an angle between 1 and 4 degree, since applicant has not 
disclosed that having the buffer between the recited angles solves any stated problem or is for 
any particular purpose and it appears that the buffer of Powers would perform equally well when 
oriented at an angle of between 1 and 4 degrees. 

Re-claim 26, Powers teaches buffer device (or stabilization device) for a motor vehicle, 
comprising: a guiding axis; a weight; and a recovery device; the buffer device is a rear turning 
balancing device; the weight is positioned in a predetermined resting positioned. However, 
Powers fails to teach orienting additional buffer devices in a longitudinal (front to rear) direction 
of the vehicle. 

Hodgson et al. teaches a stabilization device oriented in a longitudinal direction with 
respect to the vehicle. The weight of Hodgson et al. is biased to a rear of the vehicle. It would 
have been obvious to have provided the vehicle of Powers with braking buffer devices oriented 
in a front to rear direction of the vehicle as taught by Hodgson et al., thus improving the 
longitudinal stability of the vehicle particularly during braking events. 

Powers teaches that the buffer may be positioned at various angles as needed, see column 
3 lines 35-41. However, Powers fails to teach the angle of 1-4 degrees. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art as a matter of design choice to have positioned the 
buffer at an angle between 1 and 4 degree, since applicant has not disclosed that having the 
buffer between the recited angles solves any stated problem or is for any particular purpose and it 
appears that the buffer of Powers would perform equally well when oriented at an angle of 
between 1 and 4 degrees. 
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8. Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Powers in 
view of Hodgson et al. as applied to claim 12 above, and further in view of US 2,633,368 to 
Ross. 

Re-claims 13-15, Powers as modified by Hodgson et al. fails to teach the device as being 
mounted on an underside of the vehicle. Ross teaches a stabilizer or braking buffer mounted on 
an underside of a vehicle. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
mounted the braking buffers of Powers to an imderside of the vehicle as taught by Ross, thus 
removing the devices from usable compartments. The remaining limitations are taught by 
Powers and illustrated in the figures. 

9. Claims 17, 18, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being impatentable over 
Powers in view of Hodgson et al. as applied to claims 12 and 19 above, and further in view of 
US 2,155,130 to Hand. 

Re-claims 17, 18, 21 and 22, Powers eis modified by Hodgson et al. fails to teach the 
recovery device as comprising either a pneumatic device or elastic rubber. Hand teaches a 
stabilizer or braking buffer having a recovery device comprising either a coil spring, pneumatic 
device or rubber device, see column 2 lines 36-39. Each is considered a functional equivalent of 
the other. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have substituted the 
coil spring of Powers with either a pneumatic device or elastic rubber device as taught by Hanel, 
each is considered functionally equivalent and would have performed equally well within the 
braking buffer. 
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Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-11 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Zoll teaches a stabilizer mounted front to rear of a vehicle. 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new groimd(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas Williams whose telephone number is (703) 305-1346. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 6:30 AM to 4:00 PM. The 
examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor. Jack Lavinder, can be reached at (703) 308-3421. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1 113. 



TJW 

September 29, 2004 



THOftMS WILLIAMS 
llvivv*<i V0vlL-Lv>~» 




